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United States Department of the Interior

NATIONAL PARK SERVICE
Yosemite National Park
P.0. Box 577
Yoserute, California 95389

IN REPLY REFBR TO:

L7617 (YOSE)

Memorandum
To:  Bob Schaevitz
From:  Superintendent, Yosemite National Park

Subject: Categorical Exclusion for Project Number 2003-030
Camp 6 Short Term Improvements (C91)

Your proposed project is an action that has been determined to result in no measurable
environmental effects. It is therefore Categorically Excluded from further National
Environmental Policy Act analysis under the category: DO12 3.4.C 09,

Repair, resurfacing, striping, installation of traffic control devices, repair/replacement of
guardratls, culverts, signs, and other minor existing features on existing roads when no
potential for environmental impact exists

Necessary compliance coordination has been completed with regards to National Historic
Preservation Act (NHPA), the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act, and the Endangered Species Act.
This project clearance is valid under the condition that you adhere to the conditions stated in the
attached environmental screening form and XXX (when sttached) when implementing this
project.

On the basis of the environmental impact information in the statutery compliance file, with
which I am familiar, I am categorically excluding the described project from further NEPA
analysis. No exceptional circumstances or conditions in Section 3-6 apply, and the action is fully
described in Section 3-4 of DO-12.

N v Yi(I A oo s

Michael J.(Eucrson V4 Date
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1. Project Information
Project Title: Camp 6 Short Term Improvements (C91)
Project Manager: - Bob Schaevitz

Division: Project Management/Compliance
PMIS #: N/A

Start Date: $/15/2003

Compietion Date: 6/30/2003

Location: Yosemite Valley

Brief Project Description:

This project invoives ntarim repairs and Imgrovements using techniques previously appiied to the ' CarrpS'dayusamddm
ared. Specific actions include the following: addition of up t 60 day-use parking spaces in the northeast comer of the site
(old tant city area) which will involva placement of 6 inch aggregate biasa over entire parking area, creation of a marked
pedestrian gravel path through "infleld” (center) of the ske; improving the pedestrian crosswalk and path connecton at
Northeide Drive; paving of main loop road, bus tumback and drive to additional parking area; addition of 3 ADA parking
Spaces along with the paving of the existing 8 spaces; creation and paving of ADA-compliant pedestrian path; fence repair
and repiacemnent; general resurfacing and repalr 1o @dsting potholes, ruls, and other wom areas; and addition of up to 30
now signs along with replacemant, and Upgrading of damaged signs. The Camp 6 area is a historically highly disturbed area
and has been used for a variaty of things over the years, including empioyes Nousing, equipment storage, construction
staging, and most recently day-use pariing. ' Thass interim improvements will formaiize venhicie and padestrian pathways to
slliow for more aMiciant movemant through the parking ares. (See attached “Camp 6 Interim Repairs-Description of Werk
Elemants” and Camp 6 Graphics dated 5/29/03 for @ more detailed desaiption of construction activities.)

Planning and Compliance Background:

O Hes compliance atready been compieted?
Dm name of complianca docurmang, com;lim tracking numder, and date of signatyure:

O Is this project expiiy cafed for in  completad (nox dratt) park pianning document?
Indicame which pien:
Provide paga number(s) from the plan which reference this profect;
Ls this project still consistent with the spproved plan? (If NO, prepare EA/RIS)

O Does this project require consukation with any feders], state, local agency, or tribes?
Provide namg of agency nd dates consulted:

O must a Widemess Minimum Requirement Analyss be completed?
Dete raceivad from PM by Pienning and Compliance: -

II. Nstiona) Environmaenta! Policy Act Checklist
Does the proposed project potentially (If box checked, then YES):
O Aoversely impact public heaith and safety?

O adversely m\put hstoric or Guiturel resources, wildarness, wild ang scenic rivers, squifers, prime fa-mianas, wedands,
foodplsine, acologically criveal areas, or Natural Langmarks?

0 Heva Nghiy controversial eaviranmental affects?

O rave nighly uncermin and potendally significant snvironmental eMects or Involve unique or unknown risks?
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Establish a precadent for futurg acticns resulting In significant environmental effects?

Relats directly to Other sctions with Individually insignificant but cumulatively significant environmental effects?
Irwbive unrestncted conflicts concarning aternative uses of avsiisble resources?

Adversely affect propertias |isted or eilgible for lisgng on the Natonal Register of Historic Places?

Advarsely impact a species listagd or proposad to be listed 38 Federally traatened, andangered or adversly impact designated
critical hableat for these spacies?

Violate any feaeral, state, local or tribal Inws o7 requirements imposed for the protaction cf the emvironrmaent, such ds Executive
Ordar 11098 (Foodplsins Managemant) or Executive Grder 11090 (Protection of Wetlands) or Fish and Wildlife Coordination Act

or Wildarness Act?

Mave 3 uwm significant adverse aftect on low-incoma or minority popultions?

Contribute to the inbroduction, continuad existence, or spesad of NON+NEtive INVaSIVE Species?

Idenufy spacies:

Contributs to the introduction, tontinued exiatence, or spread of federally listan noxdous weeds?

Identify epacies: :

Requirs 8 permit from  feseral, staite, or local Bgency to proceed, unless the agenty from which tha permit Is rgauired agress
thet @ CE |s appropriste?

Tdentify agency:

Have the potential for significant impact s Indicated by a fadersl, stata, or locl agency or Indian Tribe?

Identify:

Have the potantal 1o be tontroversinl bacause of dicagregment over possible ervironments! affects?

Tdentify:

[ Heve the poteryal to vioiste te NPS Organic Act by Impaiing park resources or values?

Explain;

D Restrict access o, end caramonial use of Indian sacred sites by Indian religious practioners or advarsly alfect the physice!

meegrity of such sacred sites?
Sxplain:

NEPA Comments/Conditions:

iF anty of the above excaptions pply, e project canviot e Categoncally Exciuted and an BA or an ET5 is required,
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II1, YNP Checklist
Does the project contribute to measurable impacts on (If box checked, then YES):

O Geoiogic resources (J.e, Soll, Baardk, Streambeos, etc.)?
Expiain:

O aw quatky?
Explain;

[0 soundscape (I.¢. Increase Noise, AMact Natural Sounds)?
Explain:

O Water quality/quantity or streamfiow characterisics?
Explain:

O Types ana levais of land use, Including occupency, income, values, and/or ownarship?
Explein:

0 unique ecosystems?

Explain;

O uniqus, important fishpwildiife or their haditets?
Expinin:

O Visitor experiance er sesthetic resources (1.e. Supply, Demand, Visimtion Activities, etz.)?
Dxpiain:

[0 socioeconomecs, inciuding smploymaent, occupation, Income changes, tax base and/or Infrastucture?
Explain:

) Energy resources?
Explain;

O aatewsy communides?
Explein:

O Long term menagement of rescurces or 19nd resources productivity®
Explain:

O Poliytion Prevention (greening of the gerks)?
Explein:

[ Other Important emvircnmental rescurtes (€.g., geothermal, paieontoiogical, or night skies)?
Explain;

YNP Comments/Conditions:
Uimik amount of traffic disruption during consiruction phases. Mark alternative routes and perking areas clearty.

¥ anty of (hé 200VE &C0pUons oWy, the prafect cannat be Cotegonically Exehsowd and an EA or sn B3 is mguined,

S

IV. Special Status Species Checklist
Within the area of potential impact, are there any (If box checked, then YES).

B Species of spacial concem? (Federsi o State)
"~ lcantify species:  Multiple Federsl snd State spacies of conoem exist in Yosamite Valiey; no adversa Impacts antzipabed.
30 Proposes or State-listed threatensd or endangerad spacies?
ldehtify spacies:  B3ld emgle (bronsient), American peragring faicon, Grest grey owl, Wiliow fycatcner, Sierra Nevada ned fox;
N acvVersa | Mpatts snbicipated,
2 Park rare piants or vegettion?
Tdentify specias;  Multipie park rare plants and vegetation In Yosemita Valiey; no hdverse (mpacts anticipacad.
Potentisl habitaty for the special-statul species listed above?
Identify spacies:  Muitipie haditats muist; no acverse Impacts anticipated

Special Status Species Comments/Conditions:
The proposed project invoivas removal of both vegetation and between 20-25 mature and Immature cedar trees, The

proposed project, however, will not adverssly Impact park rare plants, special Status species. A 1l o~ biei =
significant trees, or Ay highly valuad ratni weee
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V. National Historic Preservation Act Checklist

Does the proposed project (If box checked, then YES):

W €entail ground disturbance?™
Explain: Ramowval of shrubs and trees; grading; resurficing; Bnd repeir and replacement of road signs.

O Have sy archeciogical o athnographic sites within the ares of potential effect*
Icmnbiy:

(2 Eentail aitarstion of & historic sructure or a cultural lancscape?”
Explain:

[ Has a Nations! Register form been compietea?™

. Refersrce:

O Are there sny structures on the List of Clasaified Structures In the area of potantis! affect?*
Use:

Il you, then & YUK must be completed

NHPA Comments/Conditions:

Lot

V1. Wild and Scaenic Rivers Act Checklist
Does the proposed project (If box checked, then YES):

Fall within 3 wild and scenic river eorridor?  Marced River
T3 Fail within the Ded and Banks AND wil it effiact the free-fiow of the river?

Explain: .
1f Yes, WORA Sectian 7 delarmination required

0 Have the possibiiity of affecting water quality of the aree?

Bxpiain: .
Remeln consistant with Its Hiver segment classification (Wild, Scenic, or Recraations! - MRP p. 39)?
Bcplain: Recraations!
08 Protact ang enhance Okvs (Sdentific, Scenic, Beologic Processes/Conditons, Recreational, Biological, Cultural, Hydrologlc
: Processes (I.e. Water Quality, Unique Wetiands]) 0n 8 segment-wide basis (refer to Fig, 2 in the MRP - p. 43)?
Explain: Will protect ORVs, sithough prabably not enhance them.
3 mall wittwin the River Protsction Overlay (MRP p. 99101)7
J Remain consistnt with conditions of the River Protection Overiay (MR p. 53)7
Bepisin: .
82 Ramain consistent with Managment Zoning (MRP p. 99+101)7
Explain: Park Oparstons and Administration; Dey Use
O rait on 8 bibuary to 8 Wild snd Scenic River?
03 Wil one project invade (encrosch or intrute upon) 8 Wik ana Scenle River cornidor?
Beplain:
(I Wil the prejoct unreasonably diminish scanic, recrastional, o fish 8nd wildlife values?
Explain:

WSRA Comments/Condltions:
Camp 5 addiional parking orea boundaries are within the comidor 8nd border tha RPO; no adverse Impacts anticipated as
long as toundaries remain outside the RPO. Adhere to plans for protectring and marking boundaries as stated in project




19/02/2006 14:16 2096834987 o 4089731087 5/18/04 °.14

Joyoe M Eden
MAY-19-2003 ©5:39

Case 1:00-cv-06191-AWI-DLB  Document 354 acdriied %0/04/2006 sebage 6R4ER,. 26

Yosemiwe Natonal Park 2003-030
Environmental Screening Form Pagasofs

VIL. NEPA Analysis And Approval Conditions
The project meets the terms and conditions of a categorical exclusion to NEPA.

Applicable Categorical Exclusion: :

DO12 3.4.C09 Repak, resurfacing striping, instaliation of traffic control devices, repair/replacament of guardralls,
Quiverts, signs, and other minor existing features on existing roads when no potential for
anviconmental impact exists

Conditions:
While appreximataly 20-25 meture end immature cedar tress will ba removed, none of the ramoval will
invelve park rare plants, spacifically any osk tress. Camp 6 additional perking ares boundaries are
within tha cerridor and border the RPO; activities should not occur outside anticipsted boundaries thus
no adverse impacts are anticipsted. Project propenents must adhere to plans for boundary enforcement
o8 stated in the project preposal. All construction and foot travel are to be conducted outide they RPO
atall Umas. Ciearly mark sitarnative routas and parking aress during constructien phases. Proposed
project will not involve remeovel or disturbance of existing maturs and immeoture cak trees; immature
oak tress will be protectad snd parking sreas will be located outside of larger oak bree drip zones.

 Cedare scheduled for remowval are located In en identifed reot rot zone, thus YNP policies regerding root
rot sivd trestment of stumps end soll from this aras will apply (see atached YNP Root Rot Managament
Notes). Cadars are theught to act as » resarvoirs for annosus root disanse bocsusa they take so long to
dia. Therefore, ramoval of cadears in known root ret eones is consistent with YNP vegetation
managemant pojicies, 1f construction activities disturb st leass one acre of total land area, than this
project must conform with the requiremants of tha NPDES Ganarsl Parmit for storm water diecharges
associated with construction activity as stipulsted in "Final Rule - Report to Congress on the Phase 11
Storm Wabter Regulations™ publishad in the Federal Ragistar/Vol 64, No. 235, Decembaer 8, 1999/Ruiex
and Regulatons - that ook affect (n California March 10, 2003 (vee attached).

This project has bean reviewad b accordance with the
above crienta and R Ass bewn determinad that the project M"—“‘,“ k{z{g&-.

Samnic Rvars Act and the Endongered Spectes Act.
Prapared by:

Leslia Boughton - '
With infermation from: : /z 3
50 Schasvie: _ ool Prapact / S




